A. INTRODUCTION
In the notarial field, the current legal regulation in Indonesia is Law Furthermore, a notarial deed is categorized as an authentic deed as it complies with the provision of Article 1868 of the Civil Code stating "an authentic deed is a deed which, in the form prescribed by the Law, is made by or in the presence of the public officials in the place where the deed is made" (R. Subekti and R. Tjitrosudibio, 2014:475) . Meaning that: S., 2016:90) , while partij deed (deed of the parties) is a deed made by a notary based on the will of the parties or constituents, or the constituents who come to the notary to make a deed. In an partij deed, a notary is limited to writing down the will of the parties (Mulyoto, 2010:46) . Based on the explanation, the clause "made by or before the public officials who has the authority over it" have been fulfilled; and 3. A notarial deed must be made within the territory of his office covering the whole of the province of his place of residence (see For the purposes of the judicial process, the investigator, the public prosecutor, or the judge with the consent of the Regional Supervisory Board is authorized to:
a. take a copy of minuta deed and/or documents attached to meaning minuta deed or notarial protocol in the notary's archieves; and b. invoke notary to be present in the examination relating to the deed of which he has made or the notarial protocol which is in the notary's archieves.
However, the judicial review of the Constitutional Court regarding the authority of the Regional Supervisory Board in the a quo article is In the development as previously described, some provisions in the (1) For the purposes of the judicial process, the investigator, the public prosecutor, or the judge with the consent of the Notary Honorary
Council is authorized to:
a. take a copy of minuta deed and/or documents attached to minuta deed or notarial protocol in the notary archieves; and b. invoke notary to be present in the examination relating to the deed of which he has made or the notarial protocol which is in the notary archieves.
(2) The taking of the copy of minuta deed or documents as referred to in paragraph (1) letter a, the submission of official report shall be made. 
C. RESEARCH METHODS
This research is a normative legal research because it involves library materials or secondary data (Maria S.W. Sumardjono, 2014:17) Sumardjono, 2014:25) as the data collection tool to be analyzed qualitatively using content analysis.
D. DISCUSSION AND RESEARCH RESULT
In carrying that I, to be appointed in this position, directly or indirectly, under any name or pretext, never and will not give or promise anything to anyone". A notary may only grant, display, or notify the contents of the deed, the Grosse deed, the official duplicate copy of the deed or extrLaw of the deed to the person directly associated with the deed, heir, or person obtaining the rights, unless otherwise provided by Law.
The obligation of professional secrecy can be used with limitations when the notary is summoned for questioning by any agency seeking to ask a statement from the notary relating to a deed that has been or ever For the purposes of the judicial process, the investigator, the public prosecutor, or the judge with the consent of the Notary Honorary Council is authorized to: a. take a copy of minuta deed and/or documents attached to minute deed or notarial protocol in the notary's archives; and b. invoke notary to be present in the examination relating to the deed of which he has made or the notarial protocol which is in the notary's archieves. "We distinguish between characteristics of the act (wrongful, criminal) and characteristics of the actor (insane, infant). Indeed, the Model Penal Code builds on this distinction by defining insanity as a state of non responbility involving, in part, the absence of "substantial capacity to appreciate the wrongfulness of the criminal Law. This definition would not be coherent unless the isssue of responbility were separable from the issues of wrongfulness; if non-responsible acts were not wrongful, it would not make sense to say that insane actor did not appreciate the wrongfulness of his act" (Eddy O. S. Hiariej, 2016:153-154 According to Hamdan (M. Hamdan, 2014:38-39, 86, 99, and 111-112) Hamdan, 2014:38-39, 86, 99, and 111-112; Sudarto, 1990:138) .
Additionally, the grounds of impunity according to the science or doctrine of criminal law is distinguished into fait justification "Claims of justification concede that definition of the offense is satisfied, but challenge whether the act is wrongful; claim of excuse concede the act is wrongful, but seek to avoid the attribution of the act to the actor. A justification speaks to the rightness of the act; an execuse, to whether the actor is accountable for a concededly wrongful act" (Eddy O. S. Hiariej, 2016:251) .
In line with Fletcher, it is Sudarto who argues that fait justification abolish the unlawfullness of the crime. Hence, even though the act has fulfilled the formulation of a criminal act in the law, but if the conduct is not against the law, there will be no punishment. Whereas the fait d 'excuse concerns the perpetrator's private, in the sense that this person cannot be censured (according to law). In other words, the offender is innocent or irresponsible, even if the action is unlawful. Thus, there are grounds of impunity that eliminate the offender fault so that there will be no punishment (Sudarto, 1990:139) .
According to Poernomo (Bambang Poernomo, 1981:193) and Hamdan (M. Hamdan, 2014:33) , the grounds of impunity can also be viewed from the elements of a crime that are the subjective and the objective elements. The subjective element is the element from within the person himself. Since this concern is from within the person of the perpetrator, the fait d 'excuse is the grounds of impunity as the subjective element (subjective strafuitsluitingsgronden). The objective element is the element from outside the perpetrator's personality. In this case, the unlawfullness of the offender's act is abolished. Since the concern is from outside the perpetrator's personality, the fait justification is the grounds of impunity as the objective element (objective strafuitsluitingsgronden).
According to the Author, FIRSTLY, the Notary Honorary Council consent as previously described relates to the general grounds of impunity regulated by the law in enacting the execution of a statutory provision out, there will be no punishment from another law, otherwise, no one would dare to enact laws that frequently contain strict prohibitions or orders. His conduct is not unlawful, so the act is justified for the fait justification (Bambang Poernomo, 1981:201) . This is in accordance with the principle in Roman law stating that "juris enim executio non habet injuriam (execution of the law causes no injury) (J. Remmelink, 2014:305).
Initially, the "statutory provision" referred to the a quo article that is merely a law in the formal sense, in this case, the regulations made by the According to Schaffmeister, Keijzer, and Sutorius in Hiariej, the principle used in carrying out the "statutory provision" is subsidarity and
proportionality. The principle of subsidarity in relation to the perpetrator's actions is to enforce the law and require the perpetrator to do so. Whereas the principle of proportionality is that the perpetrator is only justified if in the conflict between two legal obligations, the greater is preferred (Eddy 
E.2. SUGGESTION
The Notary concerned in the criminal proceedings should not be afraid of the criminal penalties contained in Article 322 paragraph (1)
Criminal Code in giving the copies of minuta deed and/or documents attached to minuta deed or notarial protocol in the notarial archives for the purpose of the investigator, the public prosecutor, or the judge as long as it has been consented by the Notary Honorary Council. 
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